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RUSSIA 


VERSUS W 


ORLD OPINION 


HE announcement of the execution of 
Vicar-General Butchkavitch by the 
Soviet authorities on April 6 has been re- 
ceived with dismay and abhorrence by 
every sincere friend of the Russian people, 
and has multiplied many times and in all 
countries the obstacles to a more sympa- 
thetic understanding of Russia’s diffi- 
culties. 

The execution has inevitably been made 
the basis of renewed factional and counter- 
revolutionary propaganda, much of it sup- 
porting those reactionary and oppressive 
forces in .Russian life which persons of 
liberal opinions would regret to see re- 
stored. 

This has in turn provoked from some 
such persons a defense of the Soviet gov- 
ernment in this very matter—a defense so 
sweeping as seemingly to condone the exe- 
cution. All of this tends by the unfortu- 
nate use of generalities, to confuse the 
minds or observers in judging the partic- 
ular event, and in attempting to interpret 
its essential meaning as a sign of Russian 
conditions. This act should be judged by 
itself; its quality should not be estimated 
by animosity held on broad grounds to- 
wards either group of those who seek to 
make political capital out of it. 

So far as we can tell from any statement 
put out on behalf of the Soviet government, 
the conviction and execution of Mgr. Butch 
kavitch appear to have been based not on 
a charge of treason, in the accepted and 
proper sense of that word, but on a charge 
of “wilfully opposing the Soviet govern- 
ment.” If that is all that can be said, 
then the “trial” and the punishment are 
a step back towards barbarism. All gov- 
ernments punish resistance to their de- 
crees; sometimes even “civilized” states ga 
so far as to punish in times of peace the 


verbal expression by citizens of their hos- 
tility to the governmental] policies, or even 
their mental states inferred from acts and 
words. Such expressions, such attitudes— 
even acts of resistance—are not treason 
and do not warrant the penalty reserved 
for that rare and capital offense. Treason 
describes a precise political offense which 
consists in giving aid or comfort to the 
enemies of one’s country in time of hostili- 
ties; as justifying capital punishment trea- 
son is a precise term, not a rhetorical one, 
and does not connote any form of domestie 
political opposition, even when accompa- 
nied by violence, 

The employment of capital punishment 
for the correction of political offensey 
which are not treason is a sign of terrorism 
—a terrorism that fears for its own ex- 
istence. The sign is all the more evident 
when the government takes the lives of 
citizens who have ventured to entertain 
and express freedom of thought in relig- 
ious, educational and social matters. 

Whatever their self-justification may be, 
the Soviet authorities will have no justifi- 
cation from the world unless they publish 
without delay attested copies of the docu- 
ments upon which they based their sen- 
tence of death sufficient to support it. 
Spokesmen for the Moscow government in 
this covitry say that these documents are 
on their way. If that be the case, judg- 
ments may be revised ; but the world moves 
on fast and will not long delay its definite 
and final judgment, and so far no defense 
of the act acceptable to American opinion 
has been given or even intimated. C. P. H. 


O much for the justice of the sentence. 

As to the reasons for the execution, 
opinion is divided. There are those who 
insist it was a case of pandering to the 
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extremists. There are those who argug 
that, far from indicating weakness on the 
part of the Moscow government, the execu- 
tion served notice to the world that the 
Soviet authorities felt strong enough to 
defy public sentiment outside of Russia, 
and to come to grips with religious senti- 
ment within. There are those who declare 
that Butchkavitch, a Russian of Polish 
birth, probably owed his death to the fact 
that the first protest against his execution 
came from the Polish government, the 
“natural enemy” of Russia; and who point 
to the absence of any official protest from 
the Vatican as a confession of his guilt. 
There are those who brand all protests 
against the execution as hypocritical and 
hysterical, since no government can claim 
a spotless record. The defiance of public 
opinion was so measured and deliberate, 
say others, that the Soviet government 
must have felt that it had ample justifica- 
tion, if the facts were known, for what to 
most observers seems such a colossal po- 
litical blunder. 

But about one thing there can be no 
manner of doubt: The Russian relief or- 
ganizations in this country might as well 
shut up shop. Indeed many of them are 
doing so. The appeals for clemency, many 
of them from religious bodies which gave 
most largely for famine relief, were ig- 
nored; and it will call for more silver- 
tongued persuasion than Moscow has hith- 
erto felt it necessary or possible to exercise, 
before American dollars are again produced 
from American pockets for a nation whose 
representatives seem to the average news- 
paper rearer, justly or not, completely cal- 
lous to the moral judgment of the — 


HE past week has been marked by a 
new offer from Germany and another 
joint rejection from France and Belgium. 
After declaring that passive resistance 
would continue as long as the French stay 
in those areas of the Rhineland “occupied 
in excess ot the stipulations of the Treaty 
of Versailles,” the Germans propose in 
essence to fix the svm total of reparations 
at 30,000,000,000 gold marks to be raised 
by loans, of which 20,000,900,000 is to be 
paid by 1927, 5,000,000,000 more by 1929, 
and the last 5,000,000,000 by 1931. They 
further suggest that an international com- 
mission be called in to act as a syndicate 
for floating the necessary loan and to fix 
the final amounts and methods of pay mént. 


HE joint reply of France and Belgium 
declares that neither country will con- 
sider any German proposals until the pas- 
sive resistance has ceased; that the repara- 
tion total will stand as fixed by the London 
agreement; that France has already ad- 
vanced one hundred billion paper francs 


The Editors assume responsibility for 
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for reconstruction and Belgium fifteen bil- 
lion, and that the occupation will continue 
until Germany has met the French and 
Belgian demands. 

The British reply has not yet been made 
public, but it is understood that it will 
strike a much more moderate note and in- 
vite a new offer. 


As a matter of fact the German offer has 
served only to re-emphasize the complete 
lack of unity among the Allies. Probably 
any offer that Germany could make with- 
out the overthrow of her Cabinet would be 
unacceptable to France and Belgium. The 
continued occupation of the Ruhr is so dis- 


rupting German economic and political lifa’ 


as to make impossible the raising of an 
international loan for reparation payments. 
Great Britain and France apparently do 
not agree on the important point of the 
legality of the French occupation under the 
Treaty of Versailles, nor does Great Brit- 
ain feel so sure that the policy of passive 
resistance has been directed from Berlin, 
and could be stopped by governmental 
action. 

Apparently the only hope for settlement 
lies in the acceptance of some such proposal 
as that made by Secretary Hughes last De- 
cember and referred to in this last note— 


an international fact-finding commission of! 


business men, including representatives of | 
the United States, who will determine the! 


amount which Germany could pay and the! 


manner in which payments could be made.* 


HE State Department has announced 

that the United States will be repre- 
sented at the next meeting of the Opium 
Commission of the League of Nations 
which convenes in Geneva on May 24, by 
Representative Stephen G. Porter, chair- 
man of the House Foreign Affairs Commit- 
tee; Bishop Charles H. Brent, and Dr. 
Rupert Blue. Mr. Edwin L. Neville, of the 
State Department, will go as technical 
adviser. The Americans will act in a 
“consultative capacity.” 


The announcement is particularly in- 
teresting in the light of Secretary 
Hughes’ statement of the day before that 
the United States would take the position 
at the Geneva meeting that the use of nar- 
cotic drugs for other than medical and sci- 
entific purposes is illegitimate, and would 
urge upon those governments in whose 
territories opium and coca leaves are pro- 
duced, and who now derive large revenues 
from that source, to limit their production 
to the amount necessary for such purposes. 

Mrs. John J. Moorhead, Secretary of 
the F. P. A. committee on the internationa} 
regulation of narcotic drugs, will attend 
the Geneva meeting. 


* Bulletin Vol. Il, No. 22, April 13, 1923. 
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